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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)[S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-42 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-42 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)\3 approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)IE|AII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

3) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Intenflsw Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Infomrial Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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Cla,im Rejections - 35 USC §112 



1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly- 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 



regards as his invention. 
2. Claims 1-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
For example: 

Claim 1, 23, 26, 28 communication system comprising a 
layer/higher layer, is not fully understood. Layers, as in the 
seven layer OSI model layers, are hypothetical/abstract. 
Meaning, systems may comply with OSI models and their respective 
layers but a piece of hardware does not comprise of something 
abstract. When it comes down to it, the layers in figure one 
are really lines of computer code and each layer maybe e.g., a 
subroutine . 

Claim 1, a second layer for generating multicast data is 
not fully understood because in complying with OSI layers, data 
or protocol data units (PDUs) is/are passed down from the higher 
layers to the lower layers with each layer possibly appending a 
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header/trailer. Does the applicant really want to claim this as 
the second layer doing the generating? 

Claim 23, a second layer "consisting" of a MAC for muxing 
and demuxing. Does the applicant really want to use the term 
consisting and specify that a MAC is doing the muxing and 
demuxing? 

Claim 26, lines 3-4, channel for processing" is not fully 
understood. Channels do not process, nor do they comprise of 
microprocessors. Channels receive data and data passes along 
them, as in equating a channel with a garden hose. Water passes 
through the hose. The hose does not process the water. 

Claim 26, last three lines, "processing ... data in a data 
field type" is not fully understood. 

Claim' 28, lines 6-10 are not fully understood. For 
example, it reads as transmitting data on a channel and a 
channel for transmission of the network, and a channel for 
control data when the service request is achieved. The examiner 
does not know exactly what the applicant wants to claim here and 
believes the metes and bounds cannot be easily known. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to David R 
Vincent whose telephone number is 703 305 4957. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-TH. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Douglas Olms can be 
reached on 703 305 4703. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703 872 9314 for regular communications and 703 872 9314 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703 306 0377. 



David R Vincent 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2661 




June 30, 2003 



